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Cloudy Intelligence

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. CLARK Ma<GREGOR

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesd_ay, April 30, 1963

%%; %@g%%ﬁ%%, Mr., Speaker, a
gieat many Members of Congress, of the
-press, and a large segment of the general
public have often questioned the discre-
‘pencies between vatipus fgures and.
claims miade by the adminisfration and
certain Members of Congress in regard!
to the Cugan §i?ﬁép The most re-
¢ ese differences is
‘whether the Russians are actually with-
drawing troops from Cuba or are merely
rotating them, bringing in"new men as'
they take ouf some already there. Per-
haps the following editqrial from the

April 20 New Xork, Thnesglves afleast

part of the SWer

Are U.S.
cclored d o)

el T President Ken-
nedy and Senator KEATING about how many
Soviet troops in Cuba could reflect a serious
wenkxuess in .the elaborate apparatus the
Nation maintains for collecting and évaluate’
ing the data on Which policy must be buils.

Th\, problem is not new to this administra-
tion, nor did it originate with the Cuban
crizis. But when intelligence becomes, as it
has become today, the very cornerstone of
policy, an almost superhuman objectivity 1s
required on the part of our intelligence
chiefs to avoid estimates and evaluations
tailored to policy.- Intelhgence, if it is to be:
worth anything, must be. completely non-
partisan.

A Senate subcommittee, which has hbeen
quletly investigating the Cuban crisis, has
already found considerable evidence that the
intelligence estimates of last summer and
fall were keyed to the “it can’t happen here”
atmosphere, then prevalent in Washington.
The belief of all the Nation’s top Soviet ex-

““continuously
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pert,s that Premier Khrushchev would never
risk Installing Russian missiles in Cuba ap-
pears to have influenced most of the intelll-
gence judgments that reached the President
in that period. The awakening led to & con-.
centration on misslles only, that caused us
to downgrade the blgniﬁcancg of the small
Soviet force that had been sent to Cuba.
Today, the basic differencés between the
Presldvm; and his critles ¢oficern the size of
this forcg, and whether it ls being reduced.

‘Both MY ) S_endtor KRATING are
getting. tﬁr fqlg‘“m'%agﬁﬁ Fromh the  same:

sourq {‘ nment intélligence ~agehéles.

SeOH Whi has become a partisan
1ssue 1’9 is n,oﬁ easy for the top level estimates
that rea.gh the President to remain com-

.bletely oblective The men who provide these

judgments are appointees of the Pzesident‘
own administration. Given the present cen-
tralizatloy, of intelligence actlvitics, 1t is
mi ‘T8act the top.
This problem will nm%&“ by the
appointment % lark M, Clifford to replace
Dr. James R. KiRar, eRairmiaf of the board
of dirvectors of the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, as chairman of the Foreign
Intelligence Advisory Board. The board was
established as a result of a recommendation
of the Hoover Commission in 1956 to monitor

) C telligence

activities..

Mr. Clifford has a brilllant mind, but, as a
long~time troubleshooter for the Democratic

Party, he is inextricably associated with.
partisan politics, He replaces a skilled and.

objective scientist-administrator. The selec-
f1r1 is at best unfortunate. It is bound to
give the impression that our intelligence
activities will now be monitored—not by a
chairman who 1s an experf in the field—but
by one 4ho 1s essentially a politician. )/
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